PATENT 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-8 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Publication No. 2001/0030987 Al filed by Bart Joseph Gerard Pauwels ("Pauwels"). 
Claims 1-28 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No, 
5,497,371 issued to John G. Ellis et al„ ("Ellis"). Claim 19 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,463,067 issued to Andrew T. Hebb et al., 
("Hebb"). In light of the foregoing amendments and remarks. Applicants respectfully request the 
Examinees reconsideration and reexamination of all pending claims. 

Each of the independent claims have been amended to recite limitations that are not 
taught or fairly suggested in the sections of Pauwels and Ellis cited in the Office Action. For 
example, independent Claim 1 has been amended to recite 'Interrupting said transmission of said 
second data stream to resume transmission of said first data stream to the switching fabric." 
Neither Pauwels nor Ellis teach these limitations in the sections cited by the Office Action. 
Further, Ellis does not teach interrupting the transmission of second "high priority" data stream 
to resume transmission of a first "low priority" data stream to the switching fabric. Rather, Ellis 
makes clear that the transmission of high priority data stream is not interrupted. See, e.g., 
column S, lines 35-37 which state: 

A low priority packet may be interrupted by one or more high priority 
packets; a high priority packet may not be interrupted. 

Accordingly, Applicants submit that independent Claim 1 is patentably distinguishable over the 
cited section of Pauwels and Ellis. The remaining independent claims have been amended to 
recite limitations similar to the limitations added to independent Claim 1. 
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insofar as }nde|!K?ncfeni Claim I hm Imtn showi^ m be: pMcnl^ifofy distinguishab the cited 
sections of Pmiwels and EHi$. n falUms.lbM rtie remaining independem cl^^iftis Uki^im 
p^Hentabty distinginshahle. Finther, the reo^ai ning clairm depend irtdh'ectly or directly imm 
imk'^^mimii Clmm 1,1 d. or W, mui ^m ii kewise pmeinably dislingyishable for this reason. 
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Appiicants subinu thai all cSaim$ ai'e now in condjiion for al {o^<s:nce. and un easi y noiice 
to tha£ effect ii^ eaoms^iJy soHcitcd. Nonetheless, should iin issuejs rem^iun that might l>e atjlyect 

io resolodoe lJir0ugh a ic^lophooic iiuervkw, the Examiner is requc^^ied lo teIe|)hon?i^ ihe 
undej^igned 

IC any extensions of time md&r 37 | I, are imjuired in oj-der for this 

stibmij^sion to be cojisidered tuiiely. Applicant hereby petitions^ for soch extensions. Applicant 
also het'cby iRJihorize^ that any S^es due for siith exieri^^idim of iiny dther fee a^j^dclated with this 
subrpissionv us specified in 3? C.F,R. | 1.16 or § Li7. be charged to depoi>ii. account 502306, 

Ee&pectf li! ly suhixn tted. 




Efk A, Stephenson 
Attorney far Applicants 

Reg, Nn/3S32i 
Telephone: (512) 4394093 
Facsimile: (512) 439-5099 



